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Built upon the foundation of the Aposttes and Propuers, Jesus Christ 
himself being the foundation corner stone.—Ephes. ii. 20. 

Shut up, O Daniel, the words, and seal the book to the time of the end; 
many shall Tun to and fro, and knowledge shall be increased. * * * Many 
shall be purified and made white, and tned; but the wicked shall de wick- 
edly; but none of the wicked shall understand; but the wise shall under- 
stand.— Dan. xii. 4, 10. 
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DANIEL’S SEVENTY WEEKS 
PREDICTION. 


Dan. ix. 24—27. 


v. 24. “Seventy weeks are determined upon thy people, and upon thy 
Holy City, to finish the transgression, and to make ag end of sins, and 
to make reconciliation for iniquity, and to bring in everlasting righteous- 
ness, and to seal up the vision and prophecy, and to anoint the Most 
Holy: v.25, Know, therefore, and understand, that, from the going forth of 
the commandment to restore and build Jerusalem, unto Messiah the Prince, 
shall be seven weeks, and threescore and two weeks; the street shall be 
built again, and the. wall (ditch) even in troublous times: v. 26. And 
after threescore and two weeks shall Messiah be cut off, but not for him- 
self; and the people of the prince that shall come shall destroy the city 
and sanctuary, and the end thereof shall be with a flood, and to the end 
of the war desolations are determined: v. 27. And he shall confirm the 
covenant with many for one week: ,and in the midst (i. e, half part) of 
the week he shall cause the sacrifice and the oblation to cease, and for 
the overspreading of abominations he shall make it desolate, even until 
the consummation, and that determined shall be poured out upon the 
desolate.” 

FULFILMENT. 

1. This prophecy relates primarily and essentially to the Jews. ‘For 
it expresses the time determined upon the people of Daniel, i. e. the Jews; 
and upon the Holy City, i.e. Jerusalem, the whole of which time was 
seventy weeks: i. e. that this was the time which God had foreordained 
and determined on the Jews for their being exclusively his peculiar peo- 
Re and upon Jerusalem for its being the seat of government, under the 
Mosaic Constitution; which was to expire, as a religious and political 
economy, after the conelusion of that period. ’ 

2. These seventy weeks are weeks of years: for among the Jews, as 
there were sabbatical days, whereby their days were divided into weeks 
of days; so there were sabbatical years\(Levits xxv. 8,) whereby their 
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years were divided into weeks of years; and this last kind. of wecks is 
that which is here mentioned: so that every one of the weeks of this 
prophecy contains seven years, and the whole number of seventy weeks 
490 years, at the end whereof this determined time expired. 

Ill. All the above was accomplished at the death of Christ; for then 
the Mosaic Polity and Worship at Jerusalem, were wholly abolished, 
and the Christian Dispensation obtained in stead thereof; then the time 
which was determined upon the Jews for their being exclusively God's 
oe See &c. being fully expired, thenceforth began the Kingdom 
of the Messiah; to which not only the Jews, but men of all nations of 
the Roman Empire were called, and instead of Jerusalem, as the place 
where men ought to worship, all other places, were equally holy and 
lawful in which to offer spiritual and acceptable sacrifice to God. And, 
therefore, then, the seventy weeks of this prophecy must have their end- 
ing: for they were detern:ined and decreed for this purpose; and, there- 
fore, in this they must have their conclusion. And this all the events 
that are in this prophecy predicted to be brought to pass at the conclusion 
of these weeks of years, do necessarily prove. In the 24th verse we 
have six of them, for the accomplishment of which, these seventy weeks 
are there said to be determined; and, therefore, at their fulfilment these 
weeks must have their ending. They are these following: 

a. To finish the transgression (of the Law of Moses;) 

b. To make an end of sins; i. e. of sin offerings; 

c. To make reconciliation (or expiation) for iniquity; 

d. To bring in everlasting righteousness; i. e. perfect remission; 

e. To seal up (or complete and fulfil) the vision and prophecy; 

Ff. To Anoint the Most Holy, i. e. with the Holy Spirit at his Sipsinn: 

1V. The end of these weeks being thus fixed at the death of Christ, it 
necessarily determines us where to Gs the beginning of them, i. e. 490 
years before. And, therefore, the death of Christ, as most learned men 

ee, falling in the year of the Julian Period 4746, and in the month 
isan, the first of the Jewish Ecclesiastical year, in the middle of which 
the Passover was kept,—if we reckon 490 years backward, this will 
lead us up to the month Nisan in the year of the Julian Period 4256, 
which was the very year and month in which Ezra had his commission 
from Artaxerxes Longimanus, King of Persia, for his return to Jerusa- 
lem, there to restore the Civil and Ecclesiastical Polity of the Jews; for 
that yeur of the Julian Period according to Ptolemy’s Canon, was the 
7th year of that King’s reign, in which the scripture tells us his commis- 
sion was granted. The beginning, therefore, of the Seventy Weeks, or 
490 years, of this prophecy, was in the month Nisan of the Jewish year, 
in the seventh year of Artaxerxes Longimanus, King of Persia, and in 
the 4256 of the Julian Period, when Ezra had his commission; and the 
end of them fell in the very same month Nisan, in the 4746 year of the 
Julian Period, in which very year and very month Jesus of Nazareth, 
the Christ, suffered for sin, and thereby completed the whole work of 
salvation, there being just seventy weeks of years, or 490 years, from 
the one to the other. 

V. It is evident, from the prophecy itself, that these weeks must have 
this beginning, i. e. from the date of the commission granted to Ezra. 
For, first, they are pinned down. thereto by an express character in the 
text; and, secondly, they cannot, agreeable to that and other scriptures, 
and nah authentic histories of the tumes to which they relate, have it any 
where else. 


This express character is “the going forth of the commandment to 











restore and build Jerusalem.” This is emphasized by the phraseology 
of its announcement, ‘Know, therefore, and understand,” he charac- 
ter aforesaid, is figurative, and not literal; namely, for the restoring and 
building up of the Jewish State, both politically and ecclesiastically, and 
the resettling of both, according to the Law of Moses. It is coiumon 
in Scripture, by Jerusalem, to represent the whole pee of the Jews. 
‘The restoration of the Jews from the Babylonish Captivity was both 
architectural and moval; and the latter was preceded by the former. The 
architectural restoration of the State related to the building the second Tem- 
ple, the houses of Jerusalem and the rest of their cities, &c. This com- 
menced in the reign of Cyrus, who, on taking Babylon, in the first year 
of his reign, decreed the release of the Jews from captivity; who returned 
to Judea under Zerubbabel, the son of Salathiel, and Josedeck, the high 
priest, to the number of 42,360 persons, with 7337 servants more. The 
moral restoration of the State commenced under the commission granted 
to Ezra, and was continued and completed under that to Nehemiah. 
Ezra’s commission was very full; for it gave him thorough power to 
restore the Law of Moses (ch. vii.) and fully re-establish its observance, 
and to appoint magistrates and judges to govern the people prmatuns 3 
to it, and to punish all such that s ould be disobedient thereto, either wit 
death, banishment, imprisonment or confiscation of goods, according as 
their crimes should be found to deserve. Before his coming to Jeniesbien 
with his commission, the scriptures were in a manner lost, the people in 
a profound ignorance of the Law, and the worship of God neglected, 
and every thing else in great disorder and confusion. But, on his com- 
ing, he restored the scriptures, instructed the people in the law, brought 
the worship of God into due order, and proceeded, as long as his com- 
mission lasted, to work a full reformation in all things else: on account 
of all this, he has been esteemed as another Moses, and deservedly reck- 
oned as the second founder of the Jewish State. Hence, the beginning 
of this moral renovation, is a noble epocha from whence to begin the 
calculation of these weeks, and entirely coincides with the intent and 
purpose of this celebrated prophecy, in which they are predicted; for the 
whole design of it is, to foreshow and set forth the Age of the Restored 
Jewish State; how long it was to continue, and when to cease and be 
abolished. 

That this figurative interpretation of the words, and none other, must 
be the true meaning of them, appears from this, that they cannot be un- 
derstood in a literal sense. If it is to be taken in a literal sense, there 
are but two periods from which the decree can be dated, as froma a period 
of architectural restoration. And then the 490 years falls short of the birth 
of Messiah. In relation to this restoration of the nation, four several 

- decrees were issued. They are these: 

a. One granted by Cyrus to Zerubbabel in the first year of his reign, 
A.C. 536. In this year ended the 70 years of Jeremiah, reckoning from 
the beginning of the destruction of the Jewish State, in the 4th year of 
Jehoiakim, to the commencement of the restoration by this decree. 

6, Another by Darius Hystaspes, eighteen years after, in the 4th of 
his reign, A.C.518. This decree was for the continuance of the labors 
of the Jews, which had been interrupted by Smerdis the Magian, de 
facto King of Persia, upon the treacherous representations of the Sama- 
ritans. ‘The promulgation of this decree was exactly 70 years after the 
completion of the destruction of the Temple and Jerusalem, by Nebuza- 
tadan, Nebuchadnezzar’s general, in the llth of Zedekiah, and 12th of 


the captivity of Jehoiakim. ‘The account, therefore, stands thus— 
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4 the beginning to the end of the destruction of the City and Tem- 
, 18 years. 

P From the beginning of the destruction to that of the rebuilding, 70 
years. 

From the end of the destruction to the decree for the ending of the re- 
building, 70 years. 

c. The third decree by Artaxerxes to Ezra, 78 years after the first, in 
the 7th of his reign, A. C. 458. This is the date of the commencement 
of the restoration of the Law. 

d. The fourth by the same King to Nehemiah, in the 20th of his 
reign, A. C. 445; by which the Restoration of the State, both architec- 
tural and moral, was thoroughly completed, being 159 years from the 
investment of Jerusalem by the Berea seren § 

Now, if the Seventy Weeks be reckoned from the decree of Cyrus, 
they will expire 78 years before the death of Messiah; and if from that 
of Darius Hystaspes, 60 years: it is evident, therefore, that the words 
of this prophecy “to restore and build Jerusalem” cannot be understood 
in a literal sense. Neither can the 490 years be dated from the fourth 
decree, by which Nehemiah finished the walls, and set up the gates of 
the City; for then, the termination of the Seventy Weeks would over- 
shoot the death of Messiah by 13 years. ‘There remains, therefore, but 
one date, which, as has been observed before, is the 7th of Artaxerxes 
Longimanus, which is exactly seventy weeks, or 490 years, from the 
crucifixion of Jesus. 

VI. This prophecy of the Seventy Weeks, as a whole, contains three 
parts; the first contains events to be accomplished, within 70 weeks in 
general, and to be fully completed and brought to pass at the end of 
them; the second, events to be accomplished precisely at the end of three 
particular periods, into which the said general number of 70 weeks is 
divided; and the third, events to be brought to pass after the expiration 
of the 70 weeks in the times immediately weapirk thereupon. 

1. The first part of this prophecy is that which is contained in the 
2Ath verse, and foretells the six events above mentioned, which were to 
be fulfilled within the said 70 weeks in general, and to be fully completed 
_ and brought to pass at the end of them. 

2. The second part is contained in the 25th, and in the former parts 
of the 26th and 27th verses. This divides the general number of 70 
weeks into three particular periods, and assigns particular events to be 
precisely accomplished at the end of each of them. These three parti- 
cular periods are 7 weeks, 62 weeks, and 1 week, i. e. 49 years, 434 years, 
and 7 years; and the particular events to be accomplished at the end of 
each of them are— 

a. The restoring and building of the street and ditch of Jerusalem in 
troublous times; 

b. ‘The coming of Messiah; 

c. His confirming of the Covenant or Institution of the Kingdom of 
Heaven, with many of the Jews for one week; his causing sacrifice and 
oblation to cease in the half of that week, and his being cut off at the 
end thereof. 

Applying then, these particular events to their proper periods, the 
penalty will be clearly thus: 

That, numbering the said seventy weeks from the going forth of the 
commandment or decree to restore and build Jerusalem (that is, to restore 
and establish the Jewish State at Jerusalem) there should be first seven 
weeks of that number, 1: e. 49 years, and then the said State (here figu- 
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ratively expressed by the streets of the City) should be thoroughly re- 
formed and restored, and all such good constitutions and establishments 
(here figuratively expressed by the ditch) should be made and settled, as 
should be necessary, for the fortifying and preserving of the same; and 
that all this should be done in troublous times, and amidst great oppo- 
sition from enemies. 

That after 62 weeks from the end of the said 7 weeks, i. e. 434 years, 
the Messiah should come; and that after this, having for one week, the 
last of the 70 weeks (that is, for the space of seven ev confirmed the 
Covenant with many of the Jews, he should, in the half part of thai 
week (that is, in the latter half part of it) cause the sacrifices and obla- 
tions of the Temple to cease, and, in the conclusion of the whole, that 
is, in the precise ending of the said 70 weeks, be cut off and die. And, 
accordingly, all this was exactly fulfilled and brought to pass. 

Accordingly, within the compass of the said pene of seven weeks, 
or 49 years, this event was accomplished, in the full restoring and esta- 
blishing of the Jewish State in Judah and Jerusalem, after the Babylo- 
nish Captivity: for, as we have seen, this was begun by Ezra and after- 
ward carried on and perfected by Nehemiah. And from the beginning 
of Ezra’s enterprise to that last act of this reformation spoken of in Ne- 
hemiah xiii. 23, to the end of the chapter, were 49 years; eriding in the 
15th of the reign of Darius Nothus, A. C. 409. ered all this time 
the work was carrying on; Ezra and Nehemiah experienced great anEe- 
sition, not only from the Samaritans and other enemies abroad, but also 
from false brethren and wicked men at home, who hated all reformation, 
which was the true cause that it was so long doing; and that there were 
such obstacles in the doing of it, sufficiently verifies the prophecy in its 
igomegge that it was to be done in troublous times. And it is observa- 

le, that, at the same juncture of time when the restoration of the Jewish 
State ended, there the Holy Scriptures of the Old Testament do end also; 
for this last reformation of Nehemiah above referred to, and where the 
full completion of said restoration is placed, is the last act which is re- 
corded therein. 

2. From these 7 weeks, or 49 years, reckoning 62 weeks, or 434 years 
more (which is the term of the second period) this will lead us down to 
the coming of the Messiah, who is here predicted to come at the end of 
said 62 weeks. For the words of the prophecy are “from the going forth 
of the decree to restore and build Jerusalem unto the Messiah the Prince, 
shall be seven weeks and threescore and two weeks,” i. e. there shall be 
7 weeks for the comvletion of the work for which the commandment 
was given, and from thence 62 weeks more to the coming of the Mes- 
siah, that is, to the time of the annowncement of his approach to Israel. 
For this coming here predicted must be interpreted, either of his coming 
at his birth, or of his coming on his ministry: But it can only be un- 
derstood of the latter; and here the years predicted will exactly find it; 
for the 7th of Artaxerxes, being coincident with the year of the Julian 
Period 4956, if we reckon from thence 7 weeks and 62 weeks, i. e. 69 
weeks, or 483 years, this will bring us down to the year of the Julian 
Period 4739, being seven years from the death of Christ, which was the 
very year in which the “proclamation of the baptism of reformation for 
the remission of sins,” first began. This proclamation, together with 
the announcement of the approach of the Reign of God, Christ, as a 
mighty Monarch, executed, and in this sense made his debut as the Mes- 
siah, by his herald and forerunner, John the Baptist, for the space of 


‘three years and a half, and after that in person, for three years and a 











half more. And these two being put together make up the last week of 
this prophecy, which began exactly at the ending of said 62 weeks. 
And, therefore, here this prediction concerning the coming of the Mes- 
siah had its completion. Luke tells us, that “the word of God first came 
to John in the fifteenth year of Tiberius Cesar,” Emperor of Rome. 
And from the coming of that word to John, and his preaching of it to 
the Jews, was “the beginning of the glad tidings concerning Jesus as 
the Christ,” (Mark i.) and the first appearance of the coming reign. 
And this Jesus himself says; for his words are (Luke xvi. 16.) “The 
Law and the Prophets were until John; since that the Kingdom of God 
is announced.” ‘That is, the Jewish economy lasted until the coming of 
John, und his step oaere of the baptism of reformation for the remis- 
sion of sins. But from the time of his coming on this ministry or ser- 
vice, the confirmation of the Institution of the coming Kingdom of Mes- 
siah, which was near at hand, commenced. And, therefore, the reign of 
the Monarch of this Kmgdom (set up after his resurrection) thus begin- 
ning with the preaching of John, there must we necessarily place the 
first coming of that King, the Messiah, who founded this his Kingdom 
here on earth, both to continue and prevail. And this, has been said, 
was in the 15th year of Tiberius Cesar. But here let it be observed, 
this 15th year of Tiberius could not be the fifleenth year of his reign 
from the death of Augustus, his predecessor; for then there would have 
been but four years for the service of John and of Jesus put both together; 
which would have been too short a time for the doings recorded of them 
in the gospels. Beside, in so brief a space as must be appointed to the 
ministry of John in this case, it is unlikely that he could have acquired 
so great a fame as appears not only by the Testimony, but also from the 
writings of Josephus, the historian (lb. 18 ¢. 7,) he had done, not only 
in Judea and Galilee, but also through all the circumjacent regions before 
his death. The fifteenth year, therefore, of the reign of ‘Tiberius, in 
which John began his proclamation, must be reckoned from the time he 
began jointly with Augustus, and was admitted by him into the eopart- 
nership of the empire; and, by a law (which Augustus caused to be 
proposed and entered by the Consuls) had conferred on him an equal 
power in the government of the provinces with Augustus himself: for, 
from that time the public acts went in his name, as well as in that of 
Augustus, especially in the imperial provinces, of which Syria was one: 
and, therefore, from that time the years of his reign were reckoned in 
those provinces. And this occurred, as the most learned Archbishop 
Usher observes, in the year of the Julian Period 4725; from whence the 
15th brings us to the year of the Julian Period 4739, in which the word 
of God came to John; and the proclamation began at the end of the se- 
ven weeks, and the 62 weeks, that is, of the 69 weeks, or 483 years after 
the going forth of the decree in the 7th of Artaxerxes. ‘Thus was this 
part of the prophecy exactly fulfilled. 

3. From this coming of the Messiah by his Herald began the third 
hp of the 70 weeks, that is, the one week, which is spoken of in the 
27th verse, the events whereof as there predicted, are, that “for that week 
the Messiah should confirm the Covenant with many, and in the half 
part thereof (for thus the Hebrew chatzi ought to be rendered, which 
signifies the half part, and not the midst) should cause the sacrifice and 
oblation to cease.” And so it cameto pass; for during these seven years 
of his ministry, he did, first by his forerunner, who was sent to announce 
his approach, and then, by himself, in his personal labors, confirm the 
institution (called the New Institution, Heb. viii.) with many of the 
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Jews, who became his disciples by submitting thereto; and then in the 
half part of the said week, 1. e. in the last half part thereof, when he 
appeared in his own person in the same ministry on which John was 
sent before him, he caused the sacrifices and oblations of the temple to 
cease, that is, first by the proclamation of the glad tidings, which was 
to supersede them; and then lastly, by that great sacrifice of himself, 
which he offered once for all, upon the cross, at the end of this week, 
whereby they were all absolutely and finally extinguished. For all other 
sacrifices and oblations till then, being only types and figurative repre- 
sentations of this great sacrifice, but as they referred to it, when this was 
offered, all others vanished of course; and the virtue and propitiation of 
this one sacrifice has sufficed for all ever since. The whole latter part 
of the last week being the time of the Messiah’s personal service on 
earth, as the whole of it was employed in publishing and confirming the 
new institution, which was to cause the law to cease, so the whole of it 
may very properly be said to be employed in causing all those sacrifices 
and oblations to cease which the old institution enjoined; though the 
whole was not completed till at the end of this half part, by his death 
and suffering; for then, at the offering up of this great sacrifice, the vir- 
tue and efficacy of all others ceased for ever. v. 26. “After threescore 
and two weeks shall Messiah be cut off.” The word after in this place, 
means the whole week after, at the end of which Messiah was cut off 
by his death on the cross. It cannot mean definitely at the end of 62 
weeks, for then his coming and cutting off must have happened both to- 
gether at the same time, and consequently, there would have been no in- 
termediate space for the ministry of Christ, which cannot be said. 
SYNOPSIS OF THE SEVENTY WEEKS. 

Seventy prophetic weeks are equal to 490 solar years. They began 
from the issuing of the decree of Artaxerxes Longimanus, in the month 
Nisan, of the seventh year of his reign, and of the year of the Julian 
Period 4256, A. C. 458. 

By virtue of this decree, the restoring and building the Jewish State, 
was continued by Ezra, and perfected by Nehemiah, in the 15th of the 
reign of Darius Nothus, A. C. 409, after a combined effort of seven 
weeks, or 49 years. 

In the year of the Julian Period 4739, the week of the Covenant be- 
gins. This is the last of the seventy weeks. ‘The covenant is confirmed 
with many Jews, by the ministry of John and Jesus, who divide the 
week of years between them; John laboring the first, and Jesus the last 
half part. 

Thé word of God came to John in the fifteenth year of Tiberius; 
which is synchronous with the end of the 62 weeks, or 434 years from 
the 15th of Darius Nothus. 

Messiah cut off by crucifixion at the end of the sevyentieth week, or 
week of the covenant, as the great sacrifice, by which event the virtue 
of the typical oblation and sacrifices is finally extinguished. 

Seventy weeks of years end in the middle of Nisan, at the time of the 
passover, exactly 490 years to a month, after the going forth of the de- 
cree to restore and build Jerusalem, in the 7th year of Artaxerxes, and 
of the Julian Period 4746. 

il. After what is predicted of these three periods, follows the third 
— of the prophecy which is contained in the latter end of verses 26, 

, and foretells events to be brought to pass, after the expiration of the 
said 70 weeks, in the times immediately following thereupon; i. e. “the 
destruction of the city and temple by the people of the prince that was 
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to come,” who with their armies and desolating abominations should in- 
vade Judea, as with a flood, and by a terrible and consuming war bring 
utter ruin and desolation upon it, and all the people of the Jews that 
should dwell therein, and consummate the same upon them in an abso- 
lute destruction. All which accordingly came to pass, and did, in a ver 
signal manner, verify the prophecy in a full completion of every parti- 
cular. For, these seventy weeks which were determined upon that peo- 
ple, and their holy city being finished, they, having refused to submit to 
the reign of Him whom they had put to death, were rejected by God, 
and the Gentiles called in their stead; so that thenceforth, for an appointed 
time, they were no more his people, nor their city, Jerusalem, holy to 
him, but both were given up and destined to utter ruin and destruction; 
which was to evene after the glad tidings had been published among all 
the nations of the Roman World. Having, then, rejected the counsel 
of God against themselves in refusing to become obedient to the faith, 
the sentence of condemnation was ratified against them; and from that 
time all second causes operated toward the hastening the execution of it, 
till at length the Roman armies, the people that were to come, under the 
command of ‘Titus, their prince, invaded them as with a torrent and be- 
girt Jerusalem with their ensigns, “the abomination of desolation,”’* 
which the Messiah from this prophecy warns his disciples of. For they 
were idolatrous images, abominated by the Jews, under which those peo- 
ple marched against them, invaded their land, besieged their holy city, 
and by a most calamitous war, brought utter desolation upon both; which 
according to the relations of Josephus (who was an historian of their 
own nation, and present in all the actions of the war) they executed in 
the most terrible and tragical manner of destruction that was ever brought 
upon any nation, and consummated it to such a degree upon them, that 
they have never been able to recover themselves ever since, even to this 
day, though now 1766 years have passed since these judgements were 
by the just hand of God thus executed upon them. 





THE RICH MAN AND LAZARUS. 
Luke xvi. 16—31. 


This story is one of certain parables addressed by Jesus 
to the Scribes and Pharisees. The fifteenth and sixteenth 
chapters, forming a section of Luke’s narrative, contain five 
parables spoken to, and concerning, this self-righteous, and 
money-loving class of men. It appearsthat a great number 
of publicans and sinners resorted to Jesus to listen to his 





* Josephus tells us (lib. 18, e. '7) that when Vitelius, governor of Sy- 
ria, Was going to pass through Judea with a Roman army to make war 
upon the Arabians, the chief of the Jews met him, and earnestly en- 
treated him to lead his army another way; for they could not bear the 
sight of those images, which were in the = under which they 
marched, they were so abominated by them. ‘These ensigns, therefore, 


for the sake of those images in them, were abominations to the Jews; 

and by reason of the desolations which were wrought under them by 

the Roman armies in conquered countries, they were called desolating 

abominations, or abominations of désolation; and they were never more 

. than when under them the Roman armies besieged, took, and destroyed 
erusalem. 
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instructions. Jesus on his part seems to have condescended 
so far as to eat with these persons, whom the Jewish Clergy 
despised. By doing this, he gave offence to the Scribes and 
Pharisees; for they murmured at him, saying, “this man ad- 
mits sinners and eats with them.” Upon this he proceeded 
to justify himself by appealing to their own practice in rela- 
tion to the conduct of their own worldly affairs; and from 
thence shows them that there is greater joy to be derived 
from the reformation of one sinner, than on account of 
many who need no reformation; and, that this joy ts of 
the most animating kind. These truths he illustrated by 
the fables of the lost sheep, the lost drachma, and the prodi- 
galson. Thus the fifteenth chapter is concluded. He then 
addresses his disciples, in the audience of the Pharisees, 
warning them against the love of money, assuring them of 
the impossibility of serving both God and Mammon. This 
he illustrated by the fable of the unjust steward. It was 
pointed, and cut the money-loving Pharisees to the quick; 
for, it says, ‘‘when the Pharisees, who loved money, heard 
all these things, they ridiculed him.” This is just the wea- 
pon of the Mammonites or money-loving-priests and people, 
who call themselves “ministers of the gospel” and “Chris- 
tians” of thisday. They proclaim to the world, “the people 
of the Lord, the people of the Lord are we!” while, at the 
same time, they are fleecing their flocks, and their flocks are 
“minding earthly things;” and, like their priests, devoting 
themselves to Mammon, body, soul, and spirit, under divers 
hypocritical pretences. Such may, indeed, think to impose 
on God, by adjusting their accounts to their own satisfaction 
between Him and Mammon, but let them be assured that 
God will have all their service and devotion or none. Let 
the idolaters think on this. Jesus well replied to them, and 
his observation is admirably adapted to the clergy and their 
flocks of this day—‘‘as for you, you make yourselves pass 
on men for righteous, but God knows your hearts; for that 
which is admired of men, is abhorred of God.” 

Jesus then went on to say to them, “you had the law and 
the prophets till the coming of John, since whose time the 
kingdom of God is announced, and every occupant enters it 
by force.” Considerable light is thrown upon the phrase, 
“every occupant enters it by force”’—by what Jesus said to 
the Lawyers on a former occasion, The Lawyers professed 
to be the expounders or interpreters of the Law.—‘‘Alas, for 
you! Lawyers!” said Jesus, “because you have carried off the 
Key of Knowledge; you have not entered yourselves, and 
those who were entering, you hindered.” Luke xi. 52. They 
had carried off the key of knowledge by obscuring the Law 
by their traditions, as that they turned the people off from 
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entering in at the straight gate. Now every one that regarded 
their traditions and speculations could not possibly enter the 
kingdom of God, which John and Jesus announced. The 
moral obstacles in their way were great and strong. Every 
disciple, therefore, of the Pharisees, Lawyers, and Scribes, 
who succeeded in occupying the kingdom, had to force his 
way, to conquer his liberty, and to break through all obsta- 
cles opposed to him by the Rabbinical or Jewis Clerical 
Craft, and so enter the kingdom. Thus, in the days of Je- 
sus, the occupants of the kingdom of heaven entered it by 
force. What observer of the affairs of men can fail to dis- 
cern the antitype of all this in the ecclesiastical system of 
our day? The same things obtain among all the ‘names 
and denominations of Christians,” as they ignorantly and 
presumptuously style themselves. If a member of the Bap- 
tist Apostacy would occupy the kingdom of heaven he has 
to force his way through a host of human traditions, and to 
burst the bonds with which he has been bound by the hire- 
lings of his fraternity. A Catholic, an Episcopalian, a Pres- 
byterian, a Methodist, &c. have all to force their way through 
the antichristian dogmas of their several sects before they 
can enter or occupy the kingdom of heaven. And this is no 
easy matter. It requires great firmness and strength of mind; 
an indifference to all but truth; a firm resolve to seek truth 
at the hazard of property, reputation, life; and when found, 
a fearless, independent, and honest obedience. This is the 
warfare necessary for the occupancy of the kingdom now, as 
in the days of the ancient Pharisaic-Craft. 

Jesus was continuing his conversation in these words, 
“But sooner shall heaven and earth perish, than one tittle 
of the law shall fail”—when, it would seem, that some one 
in the crowd put a question to him on the subject of divorce: 
to which he replied, ‘“‘whoever divorces his wife, and takes 
another, commits adultery; and whoever marries the divorced 
woman commits adultery.” 

He then resumes his discourse about the law and the pro- 
phets, and proceeds to illustrate by a parable or fable the 

roposition, that “if the living will not hear Moses and the 
Prophets, neither will they be persuaded, though one should 
arise from the dead.” This is the design of the fiction or 
story of the Rich Man and Lazarus. I repeat, that Jesus 
designed not to instruct the Jews, or to correct their notions, 
as to the state of the dead; but to illustrate the aforesaid im- 
portant truth. He had said—‘“you, Pharisees, had the law 
and the prophets till the comipg of John, since whose time 
the kingdom of God is announced, and every occupant en- 
teis it by force. But sooner shall heaven and earth perish, 
than one tittle of the law shall fail;” and now he is going to 
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shew them, that at death their destiny will be fixed; that 
none will be permitted to return to the earth’s surface from 
the state of the dead to warn or to assure the living rich 
money-lovers; that this, indeed, would be useless, for “if the 
living hear not Moses and the Prophets, neither will they be 
persuaded, though one should arise from the dead”—a truth, 
that was literally verified svon after; for, although Jesus 
arose from the dead, these proud, rich Pharisees, who re- 
garded not the law and the prophets, which proved his pre- 
tensions to the Messiahship, did not, would not believe, 
though he arose from the dead, and his resurrection was re- 
ported to them by competent witnesses, who wrought “nota- 
ble miracles”—which they admitted to be genuine—in con- 
firmation of their testimony. 

But it has been said, nay’indeed, it is generally believed, 
that this parable is an exact description of the state of sin- 
ners and saints immediately after death. This was a notion 
first entertained by the Pagans, then by the Jews after the 
Macedonian conquest, afterwards by the Romanists, and 
now by the sects of piebald Protestantism; but never by the 
Christians of the Apostolie Age. 

We shall pursue the consideration of this interesting pa- 
rable in our next; till then we claim the indulgence of our 
readers. Epiror. 





EXTRACT FROM A LETTER. 


Very Dear Brotner,—The Christian—the Christian in 
fact, not in name, I mean—habitually, diligently, and prayer- 
fully searches into the word of truth, ardently and reveren- 
tially desiring to know the will of God, to the end, that he 
may do on earth as they doin heaven. It matters not whether 
he may have lived in the golden time of heavenly purity, or 
in the time of the going down into the corruptions of Mystic 
Babylon, or whether he live now in this time of the coming 
out of Babylon; it is the will of his Heavenly Father, that 
he wants and labors to know and do. Is he, after having 
come out of Babylon, convinced that he still holds this error, 
or that? Is he convinced by the word of God, and will he, 
can he, continue therein? Surely the Christian will not, 
cannot. Jesus says “if a man love me he will regard my 
word.” I deem it my duty, beloved Brother, to say that | 
have been very slow to see the errors of days and years 
passed in Babylon: but blessed be God, that I have been at 
all enabled to see them, even by the light of holy truth! 
Flesh and blood have sometimes a hard struggle against him 
who lives, not by feelings, but by faith. It has been long a 
popular custom to offer something in families called “prayer,” 
without regard to the consideration whether the person pray - 
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ing is the only one professing to be a Christian in the domestic 
assembly. This custom, which comes in conflict with your 
own practice, is one of the errors of which I have been slow 
to be convinced: but the light of divine truth is gradually 
illumining my long-darkened-mind. As long as i could | 
adhered to this antiapostolic tradition, wishing to accommo- 
date myself to the times as far as it could be done without 
violating the laws of my King. But cost what it may, the 
Christian is to do the will of God as fast as he can find it 
out by the word, without regard to what men may deem 
expedient, or consistent. Jesus says ‘‘When you pray, be 
not as the hypocrites: who affect to pray standing in the as- 
semblies that men may observe them, &c. But when you 
pray, tetire to your closet; and having shut the door, pray to 
your Father; and your Father, to whom, though he is unseen 
himself, nothing is secret, will recompense you.” This evi- 
dently teaches, that, when there is but one Christian in an 
assembly, public or private, and he desires to pray, he is to 
pray not before others, for that would put him on a par with 
hypocrites, but he is to retire into secrecy and pray before 
his Heavenly Father only. What God in his word teaches 
me in reference to one error, viz. to renounce it with humble 
firmness, I pray and trust I may be taught in reference to all. 

Bro. J. M. Jeter, of Brunswick, formerly a Baptist Clergy- 
man, has purified: himself from the corruptions of the Baptist 
Apostacy, by obeying the truth as it is in Jesus. Brother A. 
B. Walthal has also been re-immersed, that he might obey 
the gospel, originally made known by the Apostles, and of 
which he declares he was entirely ignorant at his first im- 
mersion. On Lord’s Day, at the Paineville Meeting House, 
in the presence of a good assembly, he made a plain, but 
strikingly perspicuous statement, concerning the difference 
between the human system he had obeyed twenty years ago, 
and the gospel he had that morning obeyed. 

May the Lord bless you for the Redeemer’s sake, Amen! 

Avsert ANDERSON. 





THE RELIGIOUS HERALD. 


For some weeks past this organ of the Baptist Apostacy in 
Richmond has been doling out some stale crudities against 
me, and what it is pleased to term Campbellism, and Re- 
formers. Now, as I am neither a Campbellite nor a “Re- 
former,” all that it says concerning these I pass by as en- 
tirely foreign to my affairs. I leave Campbellites and Re- 
formers to settle their concerns with Mr. Herald; while I 


attend tomy own. I answer to no other name but Christian; 
and it is only as corrupters of the religion of Jesus, and set- 
ters up of human tradition in the place of the true doctrine 
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that I op the hirelings of all sections of the Apostacy with 
Messrs. Baptist Priests, Herald, & Co. among the number. I 

lead for the restoration of the ancient faith and practice; and 
or a walk and conduct in those who sustain the name Christian, 
which shall adorn the doctrine of God their Saviour in all things. 
I do not plead for any man’s opinions, nor for a party. I am 
not blind to the defects of Reformers; and my writings bear 
witness for me, that I am impartial. Yes, I repeat it, impartial, 
even to the injury of my temporal affairs; for many money- 
loving and worldly minded reformers who have smarted under 
my verbal and written reproofs have not failed to exercise their 
influence to my disadvantage; but poor deluded men, their ef- 
forts, like those of their Brother Herald, are too insignificant to 
do me or the cause I plead much harm. They are too impo- 
tent to excite fear; pity is all their due. 

The first thing I have to yrive a passing notice is a piece in 
the Herald of the 25th March. ‘lhe subject is, strictures on 
the anecdote about Mr. Broaddus. ‘The article occupies a co- 
lumn and a half} and is a beautiful illustration of the saying, 
“like priest like people.” ‘The document is signed by four per- 
sons, one of whom, I believe, is Andrew’s nephew. A fifth was 
appointed with the committee to draw it up in behalf of the Sa- 
lemites, but he did not sign it; because he, Mr. McDaniel, was 
absent from the neighborhood. I suspect had he been present 
he would not have affixed his signature to it; for he happens to 
have been one of those from whom the facts came. ‘The com- 
mittee admit the tacts stated in the anecdote, but they object 
to the way in which they were presented. ‘This is natural 
enough. Others, near Sparta, of Andrew’s flock, say the anec- 
dote is strictly true; besides the document in the Herald shows 
that itis. The Herald did not republish the anecdote; it would 
have been remarkable if its Editor could have been guilty of 
impartiality. It is not his custom to give his readers both sides 
of a question; hence it is only a certain class of priest-ridden 
people, who read his weekly magazine of traditions and trifles, 
that pay any regard to his assertions. The rest of society, who 
are not hoodwinked, knows how to put a due estimate on the 
sayings and doings of himself and his contributors. 

‘The committee admit, as we have said, the truth of our state- 
ment, and have moreover added still more pungency to our an- 
ecdote by declaring to the world that Andrew’s services were 
actually retained by the small sum of thirty dollars over what 
he received before he intimated his intention to leave them! 
Oh! these money-loving priests, who call themselves “the mi- 
nisters of the gospel”—yes, ‘Tim. O’Brien the Catholic priest 
calls himself “a minister of the gospel”—these priests, we say, 
how they love the filthy lucre for which they take the oversight 
of their flocks! Is the child or husband of the widow, or father 











of the orphan to be deposited in the chambers of silence? The 
must have a fee for a funeral speech! Is a flock destitute of a 

The filthy lucre must be “guaranteed” to them, or 
“no pay no preach!” Immaculate priests! and among you, O! 
immaculate St. Andrew of Sparta! When ye stand at the bar 
of Him whom God has appointed to judge the living and the 
dead, what defence will ye make for merchandizing in the peo- 
pie’s eterna] weal for your own privateemolument? I leave you 
to your coming remorse. 

As to the manner in which I presented the facts, it is not 
likely that either Andrew.or his flock would approve it. This 
was to be expected as a matter of course. Let me observe to 
those well-meaning peopie, that in exposing the unscriptural 
practices of the Baptist Apostacy, I shall consult neither priests 
nor their people, as to the manner in which it shall be done. I 
‘shall adopt that style that will put their malpractices in the most 
striking colors. At the end of the committee’s manifesto, An- 
drew comes forth in propria persona, with a sort of postscript, 
in which he calls the relation of his evil doings in the anecdote 
“my abuse” of his saintship! He calls it calumniating him; as 
if telling the acknowledged truth about a parson of the Apostacy 
was abuse and calumay! But Andrew writes his postscript in 
a fit of holy ire, for modern saints get very Seietil oomnetinenn 
we wil! not, therefore, be too hard upon him this time, with the 
hope that he will mend his ungodly manners, We pass on then 
to another subject. 

The next thing that concerns me personally is the following 
notification published in the Herald of 1st April. 


“PROGRESS OF THE REFORMATION. 
‘“RE-BAPTIZING. 


“We understand that Mrs. Dr. Thomas was recently re-baptized for 
the remission-of sins. Mrs. T. had been previously baptized on a pro- 
fession of her faith, as we understand, by Mr. Burnett, the Reformer. 
Recently her mind had become disquieted as to the validity of her bap- 
tism—being confined to her room, and ‘yet anxious to have the ordinance 
re-administered, a bathing tub was procured, carried into the room, filled 
with warm water, and Mrs. T.. immersed for the remission of her sins, 
by Mr. vn Woodson, one of the members of Syeamore Church. 
Mr. Campbell objects to this amendment of his new theory—but who 
shall decide when doctors disagree?” 


With one exception, and that an unimportant one, this state- 
ment is remarkably accurate. ‘The information passed almost 
direct from the family in which I live to the Herald office. It 
was conveyed by false friends, calling themselves “reformers,” 
without having reformed an atom of their liness and 
worldlimindedness, to the camp of the aliens. Neither I, “Mrs. 
Dr. Thomas,” nor Mr. J. Woodson have the least objection to 
its publicity. Our maxim is, truth and honesty never fear the 
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i The document justifies the whole transaction. The 
short-sighted reporter was ignorant of the power of his own 
language. He says that Mrs. 'T. was “baptized on a profession 
of faith.” Did the possibility of “ner faith” not being 
“rue faith” never occur to him? Now I would inform his i 
norance, that it is not a masculine or feminine faith, but the su 
ject matter of the faith, that saves the soul from the punishment 
of sin. ‘Her faith” was in the water as washing away sin, 
when she was immersed the first time. Her attention had been 
awakened, by a diligent reading of the scriptures, to the falla- 
ciousness of the premises of her first immersion; she saw clearly 
that it is through the blood of Christ that believers have re- 
demption, even the forgiveness of sins; and upon reviewing the 
past she found that the virtue of that blood was no part of 
“her faith.” Now as the doctrine of baptism (not mere immer- 
sion) for the remission of sins is clearly taught by the Apostles, 
she desired to be baptized into Christ, on a belief of the truth, 
that the blood of Jesus—the blood of the New Institution, shed 
for many—was shed for the remission of sins. Her desire was 
complied with, and Mr. J. Woodson did the act. It may be 
asked “why did he do it?” It was Mrs. T.’s request; first, that 
I might have as little to do with the matter as possible; and se- 
condly, as an evidence that she did not consider a preacher or 
ordained person as necessary, or as conferring any sanctity on 
an institution, which derives all its holiness and purifying qua- 
lities from the sin-cleansing-blood of Jesus. The water was 
not warm. ‘The temperature was, indeed, raised, but not even 
so high as it is in summer. This was done, that the shock 
might not be too great, as she is suffering under phthisis; and, 
therefore, would not have had power enough to throw off the 
accumulated blood from the lungs. ‘The sapient Editor of the 
Herald inquires, “who shall decide when doctors disagree?” 
We will tell him—Let the disciples judge for themselves, accord- 
ing to the scriptures, without any regard to the sentiments of 
said doctors, or such opponents as the Herald and the priests of 
the Apostacy. 

We have just received the following note from a citizen of 
King and Queen: 

“ Walkerton, April 13, 1836. 

“Brotuer THomas,—From some cause or other your neighbor of the 

Herald appears to be fond of giving informations of “re-baptisms,” and 


as I have not seen in wnt i r any account of a “‘re-baptism” that took 
place in our neighborhood, I think it will be well to inform him, that not 


many months since, “The Rev.” P. Montague “re-baptized” his wife, 
after her being a member of the church, perhaps, thirty years. 
“Yours in the gospel, TemPpte WALKER.” 


Persons who live in glass-houses, it has been said, should not 
throw stones! Will the Editor of the Herald publish my cri- 
tique on his “re-baptizing” notification, and upon St. Andrew’s 
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sroclamation’ It will be more than past experience will permit 
ne to hope; but it is no more than justice demands. As for the 
eporters of Mrs. T.’s re-immersion, they had better employ 
hemselves in learning to practice godliness more, and in play- 
ng the traitor and hypocrite less. I divine who they are on 
yetter premises than they are aware; and will take this oppor- 
unity of telling them, that though they call themselves “re- 
ormers,” they have not failed to disgrace the sacred cause for 
which we plead, by their levity, worldlimindedness and formality. 
[hey are ingrained members of the Baptist Apostacy; and of 
hat corrupt section of Babylon they are alone worthy. May 
hey return to their mother with all diligence; for they have 
woved themselves to be thoroughly unreformable! * . 
DITOR. 





THE ELECTION OF ELDERS. 

There is something radically defective in the relations sub- 
isting between the Elders and congregations of modern times. 
Such passages as the following have no practical meaning in 
hese days:—“* Obey your rulers, and submit yourselves; for they 
watch for your souls, as those who must give an account: that 
hey may do it with joy, and not with mourning; for that would 
ye unprofitable for you.” Heb. xiii. 17. From observation, and 
he testimony of others, I am convinced, that there do not exist 
yn this continent, Eiders, to whom the Apostle Paul would say, 
vere he now alive, as he said to the Rulers of the Church at 
2 HTS “Take heed to yourselves, and to the whole flock over 
ohich the Holy Spirit has constituted you overseers.” The El- 
lers of modern churches are not constituted by the Holy Spirit; 
hey are nothing more, even the very best of them, than mere 
ncarnations of the votes of majorities. Now in saying this, I 
annot be accused of censoriousness or other improper feeling 
owards this class of persons; because, in making the above 
bservation, I involve myself; for a majority has conferred on 
ne the name without the power of acquitting myself of the re- 
ponsibilities the Holy Spirit has attached to the office. I re- 

at, that I, like the rest of my brethren in name, am nothing 

ore than a mere incarnation of the vote of a majority of per- 
ns calling themselves “‘Reformers”—a name by the bye which 
disclaim with as much aversion as J do that of Campbellite. 
hristian is the only title I acknowledge. ‘The disorders which 
ke place in modern churches, I believe, are to be attributed, 

t, to ignorance of the word of God; secondly, to a want of 

verence and implicit obedience to the word of truth as far as 

own; thirdly, an ignorance of the rights and privileges of the 

ers and the Ruled, or the Elders ahd Disciples at large; 

ly, the system of voting upon all subjects including those 
faith, piety, and morality. 
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I will venture an assertion, and leave it to my readers to search 
the scriptures and see if it be not as I affirm—that in all the 
WVew Testament there is no instance to be found in which the 
disciples at large elected and ordained the Elders or Rulers of 
the Churches. 'This may startle those who are for doing every 
thing by votes of majorities; but “to the law and the testimony, 
if we speak not according to these it is because there is no light 
in us.” If the votes of majorities constituted the Rulers of the 
Primitive Churches, in what sense could Paul say to the Ephe- 
sian Elders that the Holy Spirit had made them overseers? But 
it may be asked, if the majority are not to make their Elders, 
how can they be appointed? 

We would premise, in the first place, that there is much wis- 
dom in the disciples generally not being permitted to vote in 
their Rulers. First, it prevented electioneering; and secondly, 
it deprived corrupt majorities of the power of putting into of- 
fice men who would wink at their corruptions, and relax the 
discipline of the church for the accommodation of their vices. 
So long as the Apostles and Inspired or Spiritual Men remained 
in the Church these things were entirely prevented. The El- 
ders of a congregation, in those days, so long as they remained 
faithful, could by a due administration of the laws of the King- 
dom purge the church even from a corrupt majority; which 
would have been impossible had the discipline of the churches 
been carried on by voting. ‘The disciples generally had nothing 
at all to do with the executive; all they had to do was to “obey 
them that had the rule over them, and submit themselves.” 

But to revert to the question, how are Elders to be constituted 
by the Holy Spirit in these days? In reply to this, I would ob- 
serve, that if Elders are constituted according to apostolic or 
primitive precedents, which precedents were sanctioned by God, 
they are constituted by the Holy Spirit. But before these pre- 
cedents can be followed, it is absolutely necessary that the church 
for whom the Elders are to be provided should have been “built 
on the foundation of the Apostles and Prophets, Jesus himself 
the foundation corner stone;” and that it should be found to be 
on the same foundation at the time of its proceeding toact. Its 
members must reverence the word of God with implicit obedi- 
ence. A recommendation of an apostle must have as much 
weight and authority with them as the most important laws of 
the State. A thus saith the Lord, or a thus it is written must 
be an end of all controversy. The word, and that only must 
be the standard of appeal. With such a congregation of dis- 
ciples there will be no difficulty. ‘They will obey the Lord and 
his Apostles in all things. It will only be nscessary to know 
what is required, for them to do it. 

The Apostles were Elders. Peter says that he was an Elder. 
John also styles himself an Elder in his second and third Epis- 
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tiles. If then, Peter and John were Elders, all the Apostles 
were so too; and Matthias among the number. I will take the 
election of Matthias as the precedent for the election of Elders 
for a church of Jesus Christ. I choose this precedent the rather 
as the whole one hundred and twenty appear to have been con- 
cerned in the matter to a certain extent—to an extent, beyond 
which the disciples have no right to go in these days. 

Well then, Matthias was constituted an Apostle and Elder 
by divine appointment, in the following way. The account is 
as follows. A place in the Apostleship being vacated by the 
apostacy of Judas, it had been decreed necessary nine hundred 
years before, by the Holy Spirit, who spoke by the mouth of 
David, that one should be appointed to fill up the vacancy. 
Peter stood up and stated the qualifications necessary in the 
candidates for office. They were qualifications common to the 
Eleven; for Peter could not consistently require that in another 
which he and his companions did not possess. The require- 
ment was that the candidate should be one who had continued 
with the Apostles all the time the Lord Jesus was conversant 
among them, commencing from his baptism by John until the 
day of his assumption. This shows that al] the Eleven were 
witnesses of the events at the baptism of Jesus. This by the 
way. ‘They accordingly set up two men answering this descrip- 
tion. Mark, they set up two men, though they wanted but one. 
Now let it be observed, that they did not elect one by a vote of 
the majority. Had they done this the elected would have been 
the Apostle of the one hundred and twenty, and not of the Lord 
Jesus. All they did was to nominate two men answering to 
the qualifications laid down. They left. it to divine appointment 
to determine which of the two was to be the Apostle. Having 
set them up, they then prayed to the Lord to shew which of 
the two he had chosen. And then they cast lots, and the lot 
fell upon Matthias, who thus became the successor to Judas. 

Now let it be remembered that the lot was divinely appointed. 
Its use was notorious to the whole nation; for it was employed 
to determine a most important event. I refer to the institution 
of the seape goat. On tliis occasion, two goats were presented 
to the priest. But observe, that Jehovah did not permit him to 
make his choice of the one for sacrifice and the other for escape. 
{t was Jehovah that was to make the choice. He did not do it 
by an audible voice every year; but he instituted the lot once 
for all. When, therefore, the goats were chosen according to 
the divine law, they were as much chosen by the Lord as if he 
had said audibly every year “that goat is for sacrifice, and that 
for the scape goat.” ‘The practice was briefly as follows. The 
two goats were placed, the one on the right hand of the priest, 
the other on his left. ‘Two labels were prepared. On the one 
was written “for the scape goat;” on the other “for the Lord.” 
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These were put into an urn before him. They were well sha- 
ken. ‘Ihe priest then put in both his hands, and took out a lot 
with each hand. Ifthe right hand lot had in it “for the Lord,” 
then the goat on his right hand was sacrificed, and the one on 
his left was cariied into the wilderness, with the sins of the 
people previously imposed on his head by the confession of the 
riest. 

f Now in applying this to the case of Joseph and Matthias this 
was doubtless the practice. ‘Two labels or lots were provided. 
Upon the one would be written “for apostle;” the other would 
be blank. Having been put into some receptacle and shaken, 
each candidate would draw; and he that drew forth the lot in- 
scribed “for apostle” would be the Lord’s choice; because ¢ho- 
sen by an ordinance of divine institution. ‘And the lot fell upon 
Matthias and he was numbered with the Eleven Apostles.” 

Such is the precedent; now for its application to the choice 
of Elders in these days. Suppose the necessities of a Church 
of Jesus Christ require three Elders. Let the disciples look out 
among themselves (not in a theological seminary) sex men of an 
attested character, answering to the description, or qualifications 
laid down by the Holy Spirit in Paul’s letters to Timothy and 
Titus. Having found them, let them set them up, and pra 
to the Lord, who knows the hearts of all men, to show whic 
of these brethren he had chosen to take the oversight of the 
flock of God. Having done this, let six labels be prepared; 
upon three of which, let there be written for elder; the other 
three to be blanks. The whole should then be put into a 
receiver and well shaken. Then let each brother draw forth 
alot. The three who draw the written lots would be the El- 
ders by divine appointment; the others would fall back into 
the congregation not at all depreciated in the estimation of their 
brethren. , 

Elders constituted upon this principle would derive their au- 
thority from the scriptures of truth, not from majorities for the 
thost part ignorant of the word of God, or knowing it, caring 
rather to act on the principle of expediency, than according to 
the commands of the Apostles. Some majorities make men 
elders in order to prevent them from speaking much by way of 
exhortation; others make them elders, because they must have 
a speaker in that capacity; some constitute them because they 
are old men, with no other qualification; others because they 
are rich and have much influence. Thus the word of the Lord 
is set aside, that the policy of men may be in the ascendant. 
But a church of Jesus Christ, that reveres the word of truth, 
will scorn to act on such unworthy principles; and will obtain 
their Rulers according to scripture precedent, and when ob- 
tained “obey them” as the word of God commands. 

Enrror. 








EGYPT. 

A French physician, named M. Cor, went to Egypt, several years 
since, to practice medicine. Being a skilful man, having solid learning 
and t prudence, he acquired soon in that country a high reputation, 
He founded at Cairo a school of medicine, in which he instructed Egyp- 
tian youth, and he obtained even of Mohammedan priests permission to 
dissect dead bodies, a thing forbidden by the laws, and revolting to the 
feelings of Orientals. The name of M. Clot was soon known to Me- 
hemet-Ali, Pacha of Egypt. This chief, who knows how to appreciate 
every species of talent, and who employs all possible means to civilize 
Egypt, called M. Clot near his person, and gave him the title of his first 
hysician. Some time after, having had opportunity to be satisfied with 
is conduct and his surgical operations, he raised him to the dignity of 


bey, one of the first marks of distinction in Turkey. The rumor was 


then spread that M. Clot had been forced to change his religion, and 
abandon Christianity for Mohammedanism, before being named wei Be f 
the pacha. This false accusation having come to the knowledge of M. 
Clot, he has denied it positively in a letter published in some F'rench 
journals; and it is in this letter that we find authentic proofs that liberty 
of worship has been established by the pacha. 

Before the administration of Mehemet-Ali, a barbarous intolerance 
prevailed in that country; “Christians” and Jews possessed no rights, and 
enjoyed no security. Bheir persons and their goods were at the mercy 
of every Mohammedan, and the least cadi of a village could, with im- 

unity, rob them, imprison them, or cause them to be put to death. 

hey were not permitted to mount a horse or a mule; they were allowed 
only to ride on asses. When any unfortunate “Christian” or Jew, thus 
humbly mounted, happened to pass before a mosque, or to meet in the 
street a Mohammedan chief, he was obliged to dismount from his ass 
and to put foot to the ground. He was forbidden to wear garments of 
any other color than black. ‘There was no justice for him before the 
tribunals: when he plead against a Mohammedan the judge condemned 
him, however good his cause. In a word, “Christians” and Jews were 
exposed to all sorts of vexation and oppression, as is the case in almost 
all the rest of Turkey. 

But since Mehemet-Ali has been pacha of Egypt, he has made a ra- 
dical change in these matters. He has established a perfect cquality 
among all religions. He has admitted “Christians” and Jews to sit in 
the tribunals of commerce, and he would have done the same in respect 
to other tribunals, if it had not been expressly forbidden by the Moham- 
medan religion. He has given his confidence and principal offices to 
men of merit, without regard to their religious faith. Thus the minister 
of commerce, the director-general of the finances, the first physician of the 
pacha, and several other chief officers, are ‘“‘Christians.” Among the 
receivers, paymasters, and persons employed in all the various offices of 
government, are to be found “Christians” and Jews. ‘The director-ge- 
neral of the arsenal of Alexandria, and many captains of vessels and 
other naval officers, are also “Christians.” 

This is not all. Not only does the pacha of t place “Christians” 
in high eivil and military offices, but he allows them also the free exer- 
cise of religious worship even in ic places. ‘‘Often,” says M. Clot, 
“are seen in the streets of Alexandria and Cairo, Catholic pries{s clothed 
in their sacerdotal habits, walking in funeral trains, bearing the sacra. 
ments and making public processions with the utmost liberty.” 
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Mehemet-Ali has allowed the ing of several larger churches and 
even convents; he thinks every one should have a right to shut himself 
up in a cloister, and make vows of seclusion, if he thinks proper. 

Another fact which illustrates the great tolerance of the pacha of 

, is that he assembles every year in the island of Rodaa, in front 
of Old Cairo, at the period of the increase of the waters of the Nile, 
priests and doctors of all sects, in order that they may together address 
prayers to the Most High to obtain from Him_the annual inundation 
which fertilizes Egypt. Here may be seen the Mohammedan mufti by 
the side of the Catholic priest, and the copt by the side of the Jewish 
rabbi: all worships are assembled, all voices invoke the goodness of the 
Lord, and supplicate him to increase the waters of the Nile. 

The pacha of Egypt said lately to several European consuls: ‘When 
the war is ended, we will go together and make our pilgrimage to Jeru- 
salem.” And when the victorious troops of Mehemet-Ali entered that 
unhappy city, the pacha immediately abolished the taxes and vexatious 
exactions which had been imposed on the monks and pilgrims who re- 
sorted from Europe to Jerusalem to visit the tomb of oe Christ. If 
this illustrious city remains in the hands of Mehemet-Ali, there is no 
doubt it will be much more easy and agreeable for “Christians” to direct 
their steps to the holy places where the Lord was born, suffered, died, 
rose again and ascended into heaven. Already a celebrated French poet, 
M. Alphonso de la Martine, has availed himself of the liberty which is 
now permitted to visit Jerusalem, and he has written recently from the 
foot of Mount Libanus to inform his friends in France that he was well 
received, and that he pursued his pereey without being disturbed in any 
manner by the Mohammedan rulers. 

These are remarkable facts, and will rejoice the friends of religious 
liberty. It is gratifying to think that the principles of tolerance are put 
in practice among a people still barbarous in many respects; and the fact 
is well calculated to shame those civilized nations, and especially those 
professed “Christians” who have not yet adopted the principles of reli- 

ious liberty. How strange, that they should permit a country like 
gypt, and a despot like Mehemet-Ali to be so much in advance; and 
yet the facts are positive, and all Europeans who reside or travel in these 
oriental regions agree in testifying to their truth!—New York Observer. 





BAPTISM A SIGN AND SEAL OF NOTHING. 


Jamestown, Ohio, August 17, 1835. 

Be.ovep Brotuer THomas,—Permit me to preach a short 
sermon from your text, which is published in the beginning 
of Vol. II. No. 4, of the Apostolic Advocate, which reads 
thus—“One of the most remarkable characteristics of a false 
religion is the use of signs without the thing signified.” 

But before I begin, allow me to add as a part of my text. 
that the use of seals to Banks is equally characteristic of 
a false or foolish religion. 

We have religions, in this our day, of various names, that 
have the sign and seal of remission of sins in baptism, 
and if you ask any of them, whether sins are remitted in 
baptism or not, they answer mo. They one and all say, that 
baptism is not for the remission of sins—and that to preach 














baptisom for remission is “Campbellism.” To me, this re- 
sembles the sign and seal of nothing, or of ablank. Which 
is the fact in regard to the major part of these sign and seal 
folks. Their stgn and seal both, are applied by them to 
babes, who are perfect blanks as it respects religion, having 
no knowledge of God, or of Jesus Christ. 

If this sign and seal business be not a form without sub- 
stance or power, | know not where we will find such a thing. 

What! a sign of remission, and a seal of remission, and 
no remission at all in the ordinance. This must be a ghost 
indeed, for it has no substance in it, and yet it is visible. 

I have repeated the text so often in the sermon that it will 
not be forgotten if I should deviate from custom, by omitting 
it in the conclusion. But lest. some frail memories may 
forget, I will just say in the sequel that baptism, as used by 
all who oppose this reformation, is a sign and seal of no- 
thing. 

As ever, yours, M. Winans. 





Origin of the Privileges and Immunities of the Clergy. 

There is a common notion among the priests of all deno- 
minations that they are entitled to certain privileges which 
the pose at large have no rightto. It will be seen from 
the following document, extracted from Eusebius, page 432, 
that they derived their immunities originally, not from God 
or his word, but from Constantine, the Emperor of the Ro- 
man World, and an unbaptized universal bishop till within 
three days of his death. It would have been well for poor 
mankind and the peace of the world had they been compelled 
to refrain from interfering with the affairs of governments; 
but thanks to the infidels and atheists of America their craft 


is broken here, and their tender mercies which are cruelty, 
set aside. - 


“Copy of an Epistle in which the Emperor commands that 
the prelates of Churches should be exempt from perform- 
ing service in political matters. 

“Flealth to thee, most esteemed Anulinus. As it appears 
from many circumstances, that when the religion was de- 
spised, in which the highest reverence of the heavenly ma- 
jesty is observed, that our public affairs were beset with great 
dangers, and that this religion, when legally adopted and 
observed, afforded the greatest prosperity to the Roman name, 
and distinguished felicity to all men, as it has been granted 


by the divine beneficence, we have resolved that those men 
who gave their services with becoming sanctity, and the ob- 
servance of this law, to the performance of divine worship, 
should receive the recompense of their labors, oh most es- 
teemed Anulinus; wherefore it is my will that these men, 
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within the province, entrusted to thee in the Catholic Church, 
over which Cacilianus presides, who give their services te 
this holy religion, and whom they commonly call clergy, 
shall be held totally free, and exempt from all public offices, 
to the end, that they may not by any error or sacrilegious 
deviation, be drawn away from the service due to the Divi- 
nity, but rather may devote themselves to their proper law, 
without any molestation. So that, whilst they exhibit the 
greatest possible reverence to the Deity, it appears the greatest 
good will be conferred on the State. Farewell, most es- 
teemed and beloved Anulinus.” 





“PROTESTANTS AND CATHOLICS.” 
To the Editor of the Morning Chronicle: 

Sir,—T hough quite agreeing with yourself, that a political 
journal is not precisely the arena wherein to discuss polemi- 
cal questions, yet permit me, with much deference and re- 
spect to submit that, although the bandied terms “Catholic” 
and “Protestant”? are the current phraseology of Christen- 
dom, no two words can, by any possibility, be more inappro- 
priate; for, whilst the former term indisputably assumes too 
much, the latter unquestionably assumes too little; or rather, 
nothing at all. Christianity being positive, abstract, and 
eternal; Protestantism, by being negative, relative, and of 
yesterday, cannot bethesame thing. The term “Protestant” 
is essentially defensive; the very efficiency of Christianity 
consists in being spiritually aggressive. Christianity is ab- 
solute; Protestantism involves secession. Saxony, Branden- 
burg, Hesse, and Luxemburg, though they seceded from, and 
abnegated the Roman hierarchy, did not thereby become 
Christians. Toidentify Christianity with the mere political 
act of “protesting” against the edict of Spires, is an obvious 
anticlimax. Every modification of Christianity being pro- 
fessedly founded on positive criteria, cannot be expressed 
by terms which imply not abstract principles. Mere nega- 
tive nomenclature is always pernicious, it being puerile to 
define what we are, by merely announcing what we are not: 
this is fatal to all entity. And the puissance of etymology 
is fearfully defianced by classing with entity the annihilating 
negatives “Protestant Dissenter.” 

I am, sir, yours with respect, 
Rosert Bourne. 

2, Parliament street, December 1. 
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Clarence, E. N. Y. A. Ransom, C. Williams, Mrs. Hershell; Petersburg, 
Va. Mr. Poindexter; Pleasant Grove, L. Va. Mrs. Glenn. 

For Vow. L—Fredericksburg, Va. W. Richardson; Richmond, Va. 
Mrs. Winfrey; Charlottesville, Va. W. Summerson, W. W. Tompkins 
$2, W. Henly; Bloomfield, Ky. W. Coombs; Simpson’s, F. Va. H. 
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NOTICE. 

Having been the subject of an acute attack of erysipelas, 
which has confined me to a sick bed for two weeks, I have 
not been able to attend to certain correspondents, whose let- 
ters have been duly received. I am still very weak from the 
severity of the disease and the loss of blood. They must 
attribute my neglect of them to this which is the sole cause. 
Their communications shall be cotisidered aS 

DITOR. 
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